DOCUOMENT RESUME

ED 041 069 Uup 010 301

AUTHOR Dispenzieri, Angelo; And Others

TITLE Characteristics of SEEK Program Students: September
1968 Entering Class.

INSTITUTION citr Univ. of New York, N.Y. Research and Evaluation
Unit for Special Progranms.

PUB DATE 1 Sep 69

NOTE Uo9vu.,

EDRS PRICE EDRS Price MNF-%0.25 HC~$2.55

DESCRIPTORS College Freshmen, College Programs, Compensatory

Fducation, *Compensatory Education Progranms,
*Disadvantaged Youth, *Higher Education, High School
Graduates, Negro Students, Puerto Ricans, Spanish %
Speaking, *Student Characteristics, Undergraduate
Study

IDENTIFIERS City University Of New York, New York, *Search For
Education Elevations And Knowledge, SFEEK

ABSTPACT

A study was made of the characteristics of the 1,169
students from poverty areas in New York City who in September 1968
entered the Search for Education Elevation and Knowledge Program. Of
the entrants nearly one-third enrolled at University Center, ;
appreximately one-fourth at Brooklyn College, and almost one-fifth at |
City College. Hunter, Lehman, and Queens Colleges admitted
approximately 10 per cent or less; York College admitted three per
cent. Sixty per cent wers MNegroes born in the U.S.A.; more than
one-fourth were Puerto Rican; and six per cent were native=born
whites. The remaining ten per cent were foreign-born students. More
than half of the class were females. However, American- and
foreign-born Negroes had a female majority. Puerto Rican entrants
were evenly divided and alil other groups had more than 60 per cent
males. Forty-three per cent had high school academic diplomas and 30
per cent had general diplomas. 0f the remainder, 15 per cent had
vocational, eight per cent commercial, three per cent equivalency,
and one per cent technical diplomas. The entire class had an average
high school average of 74. (JIM)

TN e e e A A e M R s 2 e




CHARACTERISTICS OF SEEK PROGRAM STUDENTS :
SEPTEMBER 1968 ENTERING CT,ASS

o by

ANGFLO DISPENZIERI
Director of Research (to 7/31/69)

and

- L

SEYMOUR GINIGER
Acting Director of Research

YVONNE M. TORMES
Research Associate

JERRY CHASE ‘ STANLEY BERNKNOPF
Reseaxch Assistant ’ Research Assistant

y U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION
! & WELFARE : . !
OFFICE OF EDUCATION
THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN REPRODUCED
EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROMTHE PERSON OR
ORGANIZATION ORIGINATING IT. POINTS OF
VIEW OR OPINIONS STATED DO NOT NECES-
SARILY REPRESENT OFFICIAL OFFICE OF EDU-
CATION POSITION OR POLICY

THE CITY UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK

RESEARCH AND EVALUATION UNIT

|
-
sy
aps)
-
.H .
§§

P
A

:«September 1,-1969




ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The present report provides descriptive data on students
who entered the SEEK (Search for Education, Elevation and
Knowledge) Program in the Fall of 1968. It is one of a
continuing series of reports on students in special programs
of the City University of New York which will be useful for
future program planning and decision—méking.

We are grateful to Chancellor Albert Bowker for provid-
ing the opportunity to conduct the research. We also ap-
preciate the continuous support of Vice-Chancellor T. Edward
Hollander and Vice-Chancellor Julius C. C. Edelstein. The
assistance of Jonah Hochstadt, Research Assistant, and the
secretarial staff--Iris Kirschner, Jane Policastro, Arlette
Elkaim and Maria Lepani--is also acknowledged.

Professor Dispenzieri, presently Dean of thz2 Evening
and Extension Division of Baruch College, conceived the re~
search study as well as participated in the original data
gathering and has been presently serving as design and edito-
rial consultant. He has not lost his interest in the Research

and Evaluation Unit despite his new and time-consuming activ-

ities as Dean of the Evening Session at Baruch.




TABLE OF CONTENTS

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

LIST OF TABLES
SUMMARY
SECTION I. INTRODUCTION
A. The Proéram

B. Eligibility Requirements and
Selection of Students: 1968

C. Senior College Placement
SECTION TII. ETHNIC AND SEX DISTRIBUTION OF SEEK
- PROGRAM STUDENTS: SEPTEMBER 1968
ENTERING CLASS

A. Ethnic and Sex Distribution in
the Total Class

B. Ffthnic and Sex Distribution in
Each Senior College

SECTION IIT. HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMAS AND HIGH SCHOOL

AVERAGES OF SEEK PROGRAM STUDENTS :
SEPTEMBER 1968 ENTERING CLASS

ii

PAGE

iii

vi

10




LIST OF TABLES

TABLE PAGE
3 1 Sex and Etbnic Distribution of 1968
Entering Class (Day and Evening) 12
]
2 Comparison Between Sex Distribution of
Negroes And of All Other Ethnic Groups
of 1968 Entering Class (Day) 13
3 . Sex and Ethnic Distribution of 1968
Entering Class at Brooklyn College (Day) 14
4 Sex and Ethnic Distribution of 1968
Entering Class at City College 15
5 Sex and Ethnic Distribution of 1968
Entering Class at Hunter College 16
6 Sex and Ethnic Distribution of 1968
Entering Class at Lehman College (Day) 17
7 Sex and Ethnic Distribution of 1968
Entering Class at Queens College (Day)
8 Sex and Ethnic Distribution of 1968

Entering Class at University Center

9 Sex and Ethnic Distribution of 1968
Entering Class at York College

» 10 Ethnic Distribution at Each Senior

College of 1968 Entering Class (Day and
_ Evening)
11 Distribution of USA-Born Negroes Compared

With That cof All Other Ethnic Groups at
Each Senior College of 1968 Entering Class

(Day)

iii




TABLE

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

LIST OF TABLES
(Continued)

PAGE
Chi Square Values for Comparisons Between
USA-Born Negroes And All Other Ethnic
Groups at Each Senior College of 1968 j
Entering Class (Day) 23 |
|

Distribution of Puerto Ricans Compared
With All Cther Ethnic Groups at Each
Senior College of 1968 Entering Class (Day) 24

chi Square Values for Comparisons of
Puerto Ricans With All Other Ethnic Groups
at Each Senior College of 1968 Entering
Class (Day)

Distribution of USA-~Born White Compared
With All Other Ethnic Groups at Each
Senior College of 1968 Entering Class (Day)

Chi Square Values for Comparisons of USA
Born Whites With All Other Ethnic Groups at
Fach Senior College of 1968 Entering Class

(Day)

Sex Distribution at Each Senior College
of 1968 Entering Class (Day and Evening)

Cchi Square Values for Comparisons Between
Sex Distributions at Each Senior College
of 1968 Entering Class (Day and Evening
Combined)

Sex Distribution of USA-Born Negroes at
Fach Senior College of 1968 Entering Class

(Day)

chi Square Values for Comparisons Between
Sex Distributions of USA-Born Negroes at
Each Senior College of 1968 Entering
Class (Day)




TABLE

21

23

24

25

26

27

28

LIST OF TABLES
(Continued)

PAGE

Sex Distribution of Puerto Ricans at Each
Senior College of 1968 Entering Class (Day) 32

chi Square Values for Comparisons Between
Sex Distributions of Puerto Ricans at Each
Senior College of 1968 Entering Class (Day) 33

Sex Distribution of USA-gorn Whites at
Each Senior College of 1968 Entering Class

(Day) 34

High School Diploma and High School Average
of Students at Each Senior College of 1968
Entering Class (Day) 35

Academic High School Diplomas Compared With
A1l Other High School Diplomas at Each
Senior College of 1968 Entering Class (Day) 36

Mean Academic High School Averages for

ctudents With Academic Diplomas at Each Senior
College of 1968 Entering Class (Day) and One-
Way Analysis of Variance Among Colleges 37

Mean Academic High School Averages for Students
With General Diplomas at Each Senior College
(Day) and One-Way Analysis of Variance Among
Colleges 38

Mean Academic High School Averages for

gtudents Holding Academic Diplomas Compared
With Those of Students Holding All other
Diplomas at Each Senior College of 1968 39
Entering Class (Day)




CHARACTERISTICS OF SEEK PROGRAM STUDENTS:
SEPTEMBER 1968 ENTERING CLASS

SUMMARY

In September 1968, 1,169 students from poverty areas in
the five boroughs of New York City entered the SEEK Program.
They registered at the six senior colleges of The City
University of New York and at University Center.

Nearly one-third of the entrants eﬁrolled at University
Center. Brooklyn College had approximately one-fourth and
City College had almost one-fifth of the total group. Each
of the other colleges (Hunter, Lehman, Queens, and York) ad-
mitted approximately 10% or less of the students, York having
the lowest number of admissions (3%).

Sixty percent of the students were Negroes born in the
United States; more than one-fourth were Puerto Rican; and
six percent were native-born whites. The remaining ten per-
cent were foreign-born students from Central and South
America, Europe, and Asia.

More than half of the class were females. However,
USA-and foreign-born Negroes had a female majority. Puerto
Rican entrants were evenly divided between the two sexes
and all other groups had more than sixty percent males.

The proportions of native-born Negroes at University

Center and Hunter were lower than at other schools while the




latter two colleges and York had higher proportions of Puerto
Ricans than the other schools. Brooklyn had the highest
proportion of native-born whites, whereas York had none.

Fewer men than women were enrolled at Brooklyn, Hunter,
Lehman, and Queens. The other three colleges had nearly
equal ratios of males to females.

Among USA-born Negroes, the majority of students were -
female at every college, Hunter and York enrolling three
times as many Negroe females than males. Among Puerto Ricans,
the ratio of males to females ranged from l:4 at Brooklyn to
4:1 at York. Among native-born whites, the sex ratios varied
among the colleges, but £he overall differences were not
significant.

Forty-three percent of all admitted students had high
school academic diplomas and 30% had general diplomas. The
remainder had vocational (15%), commercial (8%), equivalency
(3%), and technical (1%) diplomas.

The schools differed in the ratio of academic to non-
academic diploma students. Lehman received the highest per-
centage of academic diploma students (75%), followed by
Queens and York (59% each). Academic diploma students at
the other schools accounted for less than 50% of their ad-

missions, University Center being by far the lowest (32%).

vii




The students' high school averages were generally homo-
geneous among the colleges, ranging from 73 at York to 75 at
Brooklyn. The entire 1968 class had an average of 74.

High school averages for students within each type of
diploma category were also homogeneous, except for those with
equiva;ency diplomas who had a lower mean average (67) than

the others (ranging from 73 to 76).
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CHARACTERISTICS OF SEEK PROGRAM STUDENTS :
SEPTEMBER 1968 ENTERING CLASS

1. Introduction

A. The Program

The SEEK Program (Search for Education, Elevation, and
Knowledge), which began at City College of The City University
of New &ork in 1965, is designed to provide higher e@ucation
to students with potential.who, beéause of economic deprivation
and lack of opportunity, have not been able to compete effec-
tively for admission to the City University on a regular basis.
It is assumed that with intensive counseling, additional scho-
latic help, remedial courses, tutoring and financial assist-
ance, students whose poverty contributed to their failure to
do well in high school can successfully complete college.

In September, 1968, 1,169 students entered City University
through the SEEK Program. They were enrolled at the six senior
colleges in the system (Broocklyn, City, Hunter, Lehman, Queens,
ard York) and at University Center which offers dormitory
facilities and courses for SEEK students in their first two
yvears of college.

This report describes eligibility and selection criteria

used in 1968, and presents some characteristics of the 1968




entering class, including ethnié and sex distributions at each

college, types of diplomas and high school averages.

B. Eligibility Requirements and Selection of Students:
1968

Applications were solicited from hich schools and commu-
nity agencies.

To be eligible, applicants had to be high school qradﬁates
or have equivalency diplomas, and be uﬁder thirty yvears of age
at the beginning of the semester. They could not have pre-
viously attended college nor could they be eligible for
matriculation in the City University system. In addition, ap-

plicants had to be citizens of the United States (or present

a Declaration of Intention) and must have lived in New York
City for at least one year. If a candidate did not meet the
residence requirement, he could still be eligible if he was
under 21 and his parents or guardians had lived in New York
city for at least one year. Finally, no one could be admitted
to SEEK who did not live in an officially designated poverty
area. These areas, as defined by the Council Against Poverty,
include most of Manhattan, approximately half of Brooklyn

and the Bronx, and smaller "pockets" in Queens and Staten

Island. Applicants who lived outside these poverty areas

could be considered for admission to the College Discovery




Program (another City University special program for the edu-
cationally disadvantaged), provided they met certain financial
deprivation criteria.

In the Fall semester of 1968, all students who met the
eligibility criteria and had high school averages of 70 or
more or had scored 240 or higher on the General Equivalency
Tést were accepted. Since some seats were still available,
applicants with high school averages of 69 were accepted on
a first-come, first-served basis. After registration, vacant
spots created by students who were accepted but did not en-
roll were filled with previously rejected applicants.

One thousand seven hundred and eighty-nine applicants
were accepted; of these, 620 (35%) did not enter the program,
leaving 1,169 students who registered for day and evening
classes at the seven colleges.

Approximately three-fourths of those who registered had
been high school seniors the preceding Spring. Most of the
remainder had graduated from high school after 1963, but a
few (3%) had been out of high school for more than nine years.

More than two-thirds of the class had been referred to
the program through their high schools. About one-third had

been referred through community agencies.




C. Senior College Placement

College assignment was made on the basis of the student's
own preference. If the college of his first choice was full,
an attempt was made to assign him to his second choice, and

SO on.

II. Ethnic and S=x Distribution of SEEK Program Students |
September 1968 Entering Class ’

A. Ethnic and Sex Distribution in the Total Class

The number and percentage of students in each ethnic {
category represented at the Senior Colleges for the 1968 SEEK
entering class are shown in Table 1, as well as the number
and percentage of men and women in each ethnic category.

Nearly 60% of the students were Negroes born in the

United States. Foreign-born Negroes accounted for only four

percent of the total population.l

Jne-fourth of the population was Puerto Rican (either

the student or his parents were born in Puerto Rico). An-

other three percent came from Spanish-speaking families

other than Puerto Rican (either the student or his parents

were born in a Latin American country or Spain).2 For students

lrhe countries of origin, in order of frequency, are: Jamaica,
Haiti, British West Indies (unspecified), Virgin Islands,
Barbados, British Honduras, British Guiana, Panama, England.

2mhe countries of origin, in order of frequency, are: Cuba,
Dominican Republic, Panama, Brazil, Columbia, Ecuador,
Honduras, Mexico, Nicaragua, San Salvador, Spain.

-4 -




- o T R e S el ko L e LS Skl

classified as Puerto Rican or Spanish-speaking, no subdivision

on the basis of skin color or country of birth was made.

Seven percent of the entrants were white, most of them
(6%) native-born with the rest born in Europe and the Middle
Fast.3 The rest of the students (1%) were Asian, all of
Chinese.origin.

While there were more females (56%) than males (44%) in
the total population, among ethnic categories, only Negroes
had more female than male admissions in both native-~born (61%
female) and foreign-born (68% female) groups. Amcng Puerto
Ricans, the male-female ratio was almost 1l:1. All other eth-
nic categories included more males (at least 60%) than fem-
ales (40% or less). Table 2 indicates that the sex distribu-
tion among Negroes (including USA-and foreign-born) was

significantly different from that of all other ethnic categories

combined.

B. Ethnic and Sex Distribution in Each Senior College

Tables 3 to 9 present the ethnic and sex distribution for

the 1968 entering class at each senior college participating

in the program. Table 10 summarizes the ethnic distribution

3The countries of origin, in order of frequency, are: Greece,
Germany, Israel, Italy, Poland.




at each senior college among stud%?ts enrolled during the
day and evening sessions.

There were variations among the colleges in the ethnic
composition of the day sessions for the 1968 entering class.
Ccity, Lehman, Queens, and York had the highest proportions
of native-born Negroes in their populations (approximately
two-thirds) as contrasted with Brooklyn (59%), University
Center (50%), and Hunter (49%) . Hunter, University Center,
and York had higher proportions of Puerto Ricans (approximate-
ly one-~third) than the other colleges (ranging from 15% to
18%). Native-born whites ranged from none at York to 12%
at Brooklyn. All other ethnic groups constituted 11% of the
day admissions at Brooklyn and Lehman, 10% at Queens, 9% at
City and Hunter, and % at University Center and York.

Evening session students are not discussed since there
wr—~e too few (4 at Brooklyn, 12 at Lehman, and 4 at Queens)
for a meaningful discussion.

In order to determine whether the variations observed
in the ethnic distributions among the colleges were signif-

icantly different, chi square tests of significance4 were

4The chi square statistical test permits evaluation of whether
observed differences between independent groups differ from
those that might be expected by chance.

-6 -




conducted to compare each of the major ethnic groups with all
the other ethnic categories combined (Tables 11, 13, 15). In
order to locate specific differences, individual chi squares
were also computed comparing the distribution of each major
ethnic group to that of all the other ethnic categories in
each college versus every other college (Tables 12, 14, 16).
University Center differed signif;cantly in the distri-
bution of native-born Negrées (50%) from Brooklyn (59%),
City (69%), Lehman (67%), and Queens (67%). See Tables 11
and 12. Hunter, where the distribution of Negroes (49%) approx-
imated that at University Center, differed significantly from
City, Lehman, and Queens. In addition, Brooklyn differed signif~
icantly from City.
The proportion of Puerto Ricans was significantly higher
at Hunter (35%) and at University Center (40%) than at Brook-~
lyn (18%), City (16%), Lehman (l15%), or Queens (18%). Puerto
Ricans also represented a significantly higher proportion of
students at York (31%) than at City. See Tables 13 and 14.
Brooklyn had significantly more native-born whites (12%)

than City (6%), Queens (5%), or University Center (3%). See

Tables 15 and 16. I




The male~female proportions at each school are shown in
Table 17. Among students enrolled during the day and evening,
female admissions were found to be more numerous than males
at Brooklyn (58% vs. 42%), Hunter (73% vs. 27%), Lehman (61%
vs. 39%), and Queens (62% vs. 38%). At City, University
Center and York the male-female proportions were nearly
equally divided. A statistical test indicated that the re-
lative proportions of each sex differed among schools (Table
17). Specific between school differences (Table 18) were
found in comparing Hunter with Brooklyn, City, University
Center and York. 1In addition, City differed significantly
from Brooklyn and Queens. University Center also differed
from Queens.

Comparisons were also made of the male-female ratio
among senior colleges for each major ethnic category (Table
19). Among native-born Negroes, the ratio of males to females
was 2:3. Although all the schools had a majority of Negro
females vs. Negro males, there was a significant difference
in the sex ratios among the schools. The ratio of Negro males
to females was lowest at Hunter and York (1l:3), followed by
Lehman and Queens (1:2), Brooklyn and University Center (2:3),
and City (l:1). Table 20 shows that Hunter's sex distribu-

tion for Negroes differed significantly from that of Brooklyn




and University Center. In addition, Queens differed signifi-
cantly from City.

Significant variations were also found in the male-
female ratios among Puerto Rican students at the various col-
leges (Table 21). Fewer men than women were found at Brooklyn
(1:4), Hunter (approximataely 1:2), Lehman and Queens (3:4).,
However, reversals were found at City (2:1), University Center
(3:2) and York (4:1), all of which had more men than women.
Table 22 shows that the sex distribution among Puerto Rican
students at Brooklyn differed significantly from that of City,
University Center, and York. Further, Hunter differed signif-
icantly from City, University Center and York.

Among native-born whites, the sex ratios varied among
the colleges, but the differences were not statistically
significant (Table 23). There were more males than females
at Brooklyn (approximately 3:1), University Center (5:1) and
Lehman (2:1). Queens had an equal ratio of males to females

(1:1), whereas City (6:7) and Hunter (3:4) had slightly more

females than males.




III. High School Diplomas and High School Averages of SEEK
Program Students: September 1968 Entering Class.

Table 24 reports the distribution of the types of High
School diplomas earned by the students at each college in the
1968 class, and the mean high school averages for each type
of diploma at each college.

Of the 1,141 day session admissions, 43% had academic,
diplomas and 30% had gene;al diplomas. K Vocational diplomas
were held by 15% of the class, commercial diplomas by 8%,
and the remaining students had equivalency (3%) or technical
(1%) diplomas.

The schools differed in the ratios of academic to non-
academic diplomas held by their students (Table 25). Lehman
received the highest percentage of academic diploma students
(75%), followed by Queens and York (59% each). At the other
schools, academic diplomas accounted for less than 50% of
admissions, with University Center being by fay the lowest (32%).

High school averages among students admitted to the col-
leges were generally homogenecus, ranging from 73 at York to
75 at Brooklyn. The entire 1968 class had an average of 74.

Averages for each type of diploma were also homogeneous,
except that those who held equivalency diplomas had a lower

mean high school average (67) than the others (range 73 to

76) .




The range of averages for academic diploma students at
each school was extremely emall, with Brooklyn showing the

highest mean (76) and York the lowest (73). As might be

expected of such a small range of scores, an analysis of vari-
ance of mean averages among the seven schools did not yi=ld

any significant results (Table 26).

No significant results were obtained, either, when the
mean high school averages for students with general diplomas

were compared among schools (Table 27). Variations were

very slight, with Lehman showing the highest mean (76) and
E vork the lowest (72).

A comparison was also made of the mean high school aver-
age of students with academic diplomas Vvs. students with non-
academic diplomas at each school (Table 28). At each school,
the mean high school average of students holding academic

diplomas was generally similar to that of students holding

other types of diplomas.

- 11 -
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TABLE 1

SEX AND ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION

OF 1968 ENTERING CLASS

Ethnic Group

Negro (USA-born)

Puerto Rican
(Usa~ or PR-born)

White (USA~born)

Other Spanish-
speaking

Foreign-~born Negro
Foreign-born White

Asian

TOTAL

(DY AND EVENING)

M

ale

152

48

20

15

60.6
31.9
69.2

60,0

520

44.5

- 12 -

Female Total
N % N %
419 61.1 686 58.7
149 49.5 301 25.8
26 35.1 74 6.3
13 39.4 33 2.8
32 68.1 47 4,0
4 30.8 13 1.)
6 40.0 15 * 1.3
649 55.5 1,169 100.0




TABLE 2

COMPARISON BETWEEN SEX DISTRIBUTION OF NEGROES
AND OF ALL OTHER ETHNIC GROUPS
IN 1968 ENTERING CLASS (DAY)

Male Female Total
Nk N %
Negro (USA-born
& Foreign«born) 279 39.3 431 60.7 710
All Others 234 54.3 197 45.7 431
TOTAL 513 45.0 . 628 55.0 1,141
x2 = 24.38
df =1
- 13 -
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TABLE 3

SEX AND ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION
OF 1968 ENTERING CLASS
AT BROOKLYN COLLEGE (DAY)

Ethnic Group Male Female Total -
N % N % N %
Negro (USA~born) 66 4l1l.2 94 58.8 160 58.8
Puerto Rican
(USA- or PR-born) 10 20.0 40 80.0 50 18,3
White (USA-born) 23 71.8 9 28,1 32 11.8
Other Spanish-
speaking 4 57.1 3 42.9 7 2.6
Foreign-born Negro 6 35.3 11 64.7 17 6.4
Foreign-born White 2 100.0 -- 0.0 2 0.7
Asian 4 100.0 —= _0.0 4 1.5

TOTAL 115 42.3 157 57.7 272 100.0




TABLE 4

SEX AND ETENIC DISTRIBUTION

OF 1968 ENTERING CLASS
AT CITY COLLEGE

Ethnic Group Male Female

LI N
Negro (USA-born) 71 - 48.6 75 51.4
Puerto Rican.
(USA- or PR-born) 22 64.7 12 35.3 34 16.0
White (USA-born) 6 46.2 7 53.8 13 6.1
Otlier Spanish-
speaking 4 80.0 1 20.0 5 2.4
Foreign-born Negro 3  37.5 5 62;5 8 3.8
Foreign-born White 1 33.3 2 66.7 3 l.4
Asian 1 33.3 -2 66.7 3 l.4

TOTAL 108 50.9 104 49.1 212 100.0

- 15 -
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TABLE 5

SEX AND ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION
OF 1968 ENTERING CLASS
AT HUNTER COLLEGE

Ethnic Group Male Female Total
N % N % N
Negro {USA-born) 10 22.2 35 77.8 45
Puerto Rican
(Usa- or PR-born) 10 31.3 22 68.8 32
White (USA-~born) 3 42.9 4 57.1 7
Other Spanish-
| speaking 1 33.3 2 66.7 3
E Foreign-born Negro 1 25.0 3 75.0 4
g Foreign-born White -~ 0.0 - 0.0 -
Asian - 0.0 1l 100.0 1
TOTAL 25  27.2 87 72.8 92
F
- 16 -
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TABLE 6

SEX AND ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION
OF 1968 ENTERING CLASS
AT LEHMAN COLLEGE (DAY)

Ethnic Group Male FPemale __Total

N % N % N %
Negro (USA-born) 10 32.3 21  67.7 31 67.4
Puerto Rican
(USA~ or PR-born) 3  42.9 4 57.1 7 15.3
White (USA-born) 2 66.7 1 33.3 3 6.5
Other Spanish-
speaking 2 1090.90 - 0.0 2 4.3
Foreign-born Negro -- 0.0 -— 0.0 -- 0.0
Foreign-~-born White 1 50.0 1l 50.0 2 4.3
Asian 1l 100.0 - 0.0 Y 2.2
TOTAL 19 41.3 27 58.7 46 100.0

- 17 -




TABLE 7

SEX AND ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION

OF 1968 ENTERING CLASS
AT QUEENS COLLEGE (DAY)

Ethnic Group Male Female Total
N % N % N %
Negro (USA-born) 29  33.7 57 66,3 86  67.2
\Puerto Rican
(USA- or PR-born) 10 43,5 13 56.5 23 18.0
White (USA-born) 3 50.0 3 50.0 6 4,7

E

speaking l 50.0 1 50.0 2 1.5
! Foreign~born Negro 4 66,7 2 33.3 6 4,7
Foreign-born White 1 100.0 - 0.0 1 0.8
Asian ] _25.0 3 25.0 4 3.1
TOTAL 49 38.3 79 61.7 128 100.0

Other Spanish-

- 18 -




TABLE 8

SEX AND ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION
OF 1968 ENTERING CLASS
AT UNIVERSITY CENTER

Ethnic Group Male Female Total

N % N % N %
Negro (USA-born) 73 40.6 107 59.4 180  49.7
Puérto Rican ’
(USA~or PR-born) 68 61.1 56 38,9 144 39.8
White (USA-born) 10 83.3 2 16,7 12 3.3
Other £r»anish- |
speak’ rg 8 61.5 5 38,5 13 3.6
Foreiyn-~born Negro 1 11.1 e &s8.9 9 2.5
Foreiyn-born White 3  75.0 1 25.0 4 1.1
Asian - 0.0 - 0.0 - 0.0

TOTAL 183 50.6 179 49.4 362 100.0
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TABLE 9

SEX AND ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION
OF 1968 ENTERING CLASS
AT YORK COLLEGE

Ethnic Group Male Female Total

N % N % N %
Negro (USA-born) 5 27.8 13 72.2 18 62.1
Puefto Rican
(Usa- or PR~born) 7 77.8 -2 22.2 9 31.0
White (USA-born) - 0.0 - 0.0 —— 0.0
Other Spanish-
speaking - 0.0 - 0.0 - 0.0
Foreign-born Negro  =- 0.0 - 0.0 - 0.0
Foreign-born White - 0.0 - 0.0 - 0.0
Asian _2 100.0 - _0.0 2 6.9

TOTAL 14 48,3 15 51.7 29 100.0




TABLE 11

DISTRIBUTION OF USA-BORN NEGROES COMPARED WITH THAT OF

ALL OTHER ETHNIC GROUPS AT EACH SENIOR COLLEGE OF
1968 ENTERING CLASS (DAY)

Senior College Negro . Al) Others _Total
N % N %
Brooklyn iGO 58.8 112 41.2 272
City 146 ' 68.9 66 31.1 212
Hunter 45 48,9 47 51.1 92
Lehman 31 67.4 15 32,6 46
Queens 86 67.2 42 32.8 128
University
Center 180 49.7 182 50,3 362
York 18 62.1 11 37,9 __ 29
TOTAL 666 58.4 475 41.6 1,141
x? = 29.97
af 6

1
AN

.001




¢c*o

SR §

bc°o

TIT°0

jx0A

T00° > Uxxux

16° > Mn«%
GO° > dx
¥9°1 8¢°0 (AN €6 1 bs°o 1T°0
- »»xxC9°TT #0T°S c0°0 »xxx0L°61 »LT°S
»xx2xC9°T1 -= 00°0 »xxCV° L 0T°0 (A4
+x01°S om.o - *»€C°¥ €0°0 02°T
¢c*0 v L x€C° ¥ -= »¥x2€6°01 vL°C
2xxx0L°6T 01°0 €0°0 *»xxx£6°0T - *91°S
*LT°S LS 021 L C *91°6S -
Io3uc) sSUsonp uewyo'l  Xo3UuH X31d uk1ooad
K3tsasatupn

(X¥d) SSYID ONINIAINA
896T JO0 IDIATIOD VOINTS HOVA IV SJdNCHD DINHIF ¥YIHILO TIV
ANY SHOUDEN NJOg-VSN NHIMILAES NOSIYVAWOD ¥0d SHATVA IIVNOS IHD

¢T dTIgVYL

3I0X

I93US)
Kytsxaatun

suaangd
uBuYsT
I93Uuny

A371O

uk1oo0xg




"“PABLE 13

DISTRIBUTION OF PUERTO RICANS COMPARED WiTH ALL OTHER
ETHNIC GROUPS AT EACH SENIOR COLLEGE OF 1968&
ENTERING CLASS (DAY)

Senior College Puerto Rican  All Others Total
Brooklyn 50 18.4 222  81.6 272
City 34 16.0 178  84.0 212
Hunter 32 34.8 60 65.2 92
Lehman 7 15.2 39 84.8 46
Queens 23 18.0 105 82.0 128
University
Center - 144 39.8 218 60.2 362

York _9 31.0 _20 69.0 29
TOTAL 299 . 26.2 842 73.8 1,141

72 = 65,64

af = 6

p < .001

- 24 -




- . - » - = = = . ' e e o e e e e et e e i i & it = = m

T00° > Ayxxs

10° > dexs
20° > dxx
GO° > dy
- 98°0 6b°c G9°¢ v1°0 +*16°€ 99°¢ }I0X
98°0 - »%%2C0°0C »xx95°01 LL°0 x»x%x0C°SE x»x»xx0b°C€E IDJUID
A3Tsa9aTUf)
6v°C »2%220°0C - 81°0 »xxL0°8 I¢°0 Y0°0 suaand
GG°¢C »239S°01 81°0 - »%6L"S c0°0 LC°O uedya ]
»1°0 LL°O +%x2L0°8 »x6L°SG - »x¥39C° €1 »#36G°0T 93 UnH
*T6°€ xr»#»¥%0C°GE  TI2°0 G0 *x%%92 €T - 9% 0 L3710
99°¢ »xx307° €€ T10°0 Lc’0 »%%65°01 9%°0 - uld{iooad
NAOX FERUER) L e Ueuo'T FEFU A3T0 ukiooxd

K3tsaaatun

(A¥d) SSVIS ONIEILNI
896T J0 JIOITIOD YOINIS HOVE IV S3N0¥D OINHILI ¥JIHLO
IV HLIM SNYOIY OL¥and J0 SNOSIYVdWOD ¥Od SINTVA J¥YNOS IHD

P11 IIAVL




TABLE 15

DISTRIBUTION OF USA-BORN WHITES COMPARED WITH .
ALL OTHER ETHNIC GROUPS AT EACH SENIOR COLLEGE

Senior College

Broo#lyn
City
Hunter
Lehman
Queens

University .
Center

York

TOTAL

OF 1968 ENTERING CLASS (DAY)

White All Others
N % N %
32 11.8 240  88.2
13 6.1 199 93.9

? 7.6 85 92.4

3 6.5 43 93.5

6 4.7 122 95.3
12 3.3 350 96.7
== 0.0 29 100.0
73 6.4 1,068 93.6

Xx? = 19.18
af =5
p < .01
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TABLE 17

SEX DISTRIBUTION AT EACH SENIOR COLLEGE OF 1968
ENTERING CLASS (DAY AND EVENING)

Senior College Male ‘Female Total
N % N % N %
Brooklyn 116 41.6 153 58.4 279 23.9
Day 115 42.3 157 57.7 272 23.3
Eve 1 14.3 6 85.7 7 0.6
City 108 50.9 104 49,1 212 18.1
Hunter 25 27.2 67 72.8 92 7.9
Lehman 24 38.7 38 6.3 62 5.3
Day 19 41.3 27 58.7 46 3.9
Eve 5 31.2 11 68.8 16 l.4
Queens 50 37.6 83 62.4 133 11.3
- Day 49 38.3 79 6l.7 128 10.9
Eve 1 20,0 4 80.0 5 0.4

University

Center 183 50.6 179 49.4 362 31.0
York 14 48.3 15 51.7 29 2.5
TOTAL 520 44 .5 649 55.5 1,169 100.0

Note.--Chi square computed with day and evening combined

24.65
6
.001

(o)
Hh | %

=
R<
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Senior College

Brooklyn
City'
Hunter
Lehman
Queens

University
Center

York

TOTAL

R A A

TABLE 19

Male
AN B
66 41,2
71 48.6
10 22.2
10 .3
29 33.7
73 40.6
-3 21.8
264 39.6

ALl

Female
N %
94 58.8
75 51.4
35 77 .8
21 67.7
57 66.3
107 59.4
13 72.2
402 60.4
13.90
6
.05

SEX DISTRIBUTION OF USA-BORN NEGROES AT EACH
SENIOR COLLEGE OF 1968 ENTERING CLASS (DAY)

Total

160
146
a5
31
86

180

666
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TABLE 21
SEX DISTRIBUTION OF PUERTO RICANS AT EACH
SENIOR COLLEGE OF 1968 ENTERING CLASS (DAY)
Senior College . Male Female 4 Total
N % N %
Brooklyn 10 20.0 40 80.0 50
city 22 64.7 12 35.3 34
Hunter 10 31.2 22 68.8 32
Lehman 3 42.9 4 57.1 7
Queens 10 43.5 13 56.5 23
University ,
Center 28 6l.1 56 38.9 144
York 7 71.8 2 22.2 _9 %
!
TOTAL 150 50.2 149 49.8 299 |
1
x2 = 35.86
df = 6
‘P < ,001
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TABLE 23

SEX DISTRIBUTION OF USA-BORN WHITES AT EACH
SENICR COLLEGE OF 1968 ENTERING CLASS (DAY)

Senior Colilege Male Female Total
N % N %
Broéklyn 23 71.9 9 28.1 32
City 6  46.2 7 s3.8 13
Hunter 3 42.9 4 57.1 7
Lehman 2 66.7 1 33.3 3
Quéens 3 50.0 3 50.0 6
University
Center 10 83.3 2 16.7 12
York == 0.0 = 0.0 ==
TOTAL 47 64 .4 26  35.6 73
x? = 6.49
df = 5

Not Significant

- 34 -

PAFullToxt Provided by ERIC

‘ EC




Senicr Cellege

Brooklyn
City
Hunter
Lehman
Queens

University
Center

York

TOTAL

- aees,

TABLE 24

HIGE SCHOOL DIPLOMA AND HIGH SCHOOL AVERAGE OF STUDENTS AT EACH SENIOR

Academic General Yceeticnal Commercii
N %“_ H,8.A., N % H.S.A. N 7 BR.8.A. N %

1252 46.0 75.6 79 29.0 74.0 39 14.3 75.5 26, 3.8

86 40.6 74.9 74 36,9 73.6 30 14.2 75.4 18 8.5

40 43.5 74.2 318 33.7 74.1 12 13.0 73.4 8 8.7
3% 73.9 74.6 9 19.6 75.7 1 2.2 71.3 1 2.2
759 58.6 74.3 27 21.1 73.5 13 10.2 74.5 6 4.7

117¢ 32.3 73.7 120" 33.2 72.5 70 19.3 75.2 36> 9.9

17 58.6 72.8 5 17.2 72.4 S 17.2 122.7 R )

&
&

494 43.3 4.6 345 30.2 73.4 170 14.9 75.0 9 8.2

Ncte.-- N reduced by missing informaticn as indicated: High Schocl did nct repert overa

;n = 124
N = 84
N= 39

= 71

N = 116

*Percentages may

fi= 69 In= 3
&y = 30 En = 0
"N = 116 N= 2
N= 35 ™= 6

not equel 100.0% because of rounding.

- 35 -




sevicpy v e p—— o e

TABLE 24

ERAGE OF STUDENTS AT EACH SENEOR COLLEGE OF 1968 ENTERING CLASS (DAY)

Yceetional Commercial . Technical Eguivalencﬁ Tetal .

b. v 7 msA. N 2 HSa N % HSe. B % ESA. B L LSA
39 14.3 75.5 2 8.8 77.2 -- 0.0 0.0 5} 1.8 7.3 272 9.5 75.2

b 30 1.2 5.4 18 6.5 4.8 1 0.5 733 3¢ 1.4 0.0 212 100.1  74.5
12 13.0 73.4 8 8.7 4.5 - 0.0 0.0 L 1.1 79.7 92 100.0 7.1

1 2.2 71.3 1 2.2 71.3 - 0.0 0.0 1 2.2 59,5 46 100.1 74.3

1 4.7 73.8 128 100.1 74.1

3 70 19.3 75.2 36" 9.9 74.% 6 1.7 797.7 137 3.6 62,3 362 1060.0 73.6

5 17.2 172.7 1 3.4 83.6 -- 0.0 _0.0 _AP 3.4 _0.0 29 99.8 3.1

170 14.9 75.0 9% 8.2 175.4 8 0.7 76.0 30 2.6 67.3 1,141 99.9 T74.3

2.

| High School did not repcrt overall grade everage. Students had received credit but no grede.




TABLE 25

ACADEMIC HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMAS COMPARED WITH ALL OTHER
HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMAS AT EACH SENIOR COLLEGE OF 1968
ENTERING CLASS (DAY)

Senior Ccllege Academic All Others Total
o % N %
Brooklyn 125 46.0 147 = 54.0 272
City 86 40.6 126 59.4 212
Hunter 40 43.5 52 56.5 922
Lehman 34 73.9 12 26.1 46
Queens 75 58.6 53 41.4 128 ,
University ;f
Center 117 32.3 245 67.7 362
York 17 58.6 22 41.4 29
TOTAL 4. 43.3 647 56.7 1,141
X2 = 51.73
af =6
p < .001
- 36 -
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TABLE 26

MEAN ACADEMIC HIGH SCHOOL AVERAGES FOR STUDENTS WITH ACADEMIC
DIPLOMAS AT EACH SENIOR COLLZGE OF 1968 ENTERING CLASS (DAY)
AND ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE AMONG COLLEGES

Mean Academic High School Averages

Senioxr College Mean H.5.A.
Brooklyn ‘ '75.6
City 74.9
Hunter 74.2
Lehman 74.6
Queens 74.3
University

Center 73.7
York 72.8

Analysis of Variance

Source Sum of Squares at Mean Square .
Between Schools 274.33 6  45.72 0.22

Within Schools  75,933.88 378 203.53

Total 77,208.31

E o5 (6,378) =2.12

Not Significant
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TABLE 27
MEAN ACADEMIC HIGE SCHOOL AVERAGES FOR OTUDENTS WITH

GENZRAL DIPLCMAS AT HACH SENIOR COLLZGE (DAY) AND OME-WAY
ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE AMONG COLLEGES

Mean Academic School Averages

Seniox College Mean H.S.A.
Brooklyn 74 .0
City : 73.6
Hunter 74 .1
Lehman 75.7
Queens 73.5
University

Center 72.5
York 72.4

Analysis of Variance

Scurce Sum of Squares af Mean Square F £
Between Schools 196.16 6 32.69 2.10

Within Schools 5,115.67 328 15.60

Total 5,311.83

Not Significant
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TABLE 28

MEAN ACADEMIC HIGH SCHOOL AVERAGES FOR STUDENTS HOLDING
ACADEMIC DIPLOMAS COMPARED WITH THOSE OF STUDENTS HOLDING ALL

OTHER TYPES OF DIPLOMAS AT EACH SENIOR COLLEGE OF 1968
ENTERING CLASS (DAY)

Senior College Academic All Others Tota)l -
N H.S.A. _N_ H.S.A. N H.S.A.
Brooklyn 1252 75.6 1477 74.90 272 75.2
City 86°  74.9 1267  74.3 212 74.5
Hunter 40°  74.2 s 74.1 92 74.1
Lehman 34 74.6 12 73.7 46 74.3
Queens 759 74.3 531 93.8 128 74.1

University . ,
Center 117°  73.7 2457 73.5 362 73.6
York 17 72.8  _12*  73.6 20 73.1
TOTA L 494  74.6 547 74.1 1,141 74.3

'‘Note-- N reduced by missing information as indicated:
High School did not report overall grade average.
Students had received credit but no grade.

:N = 124 gm = 118

N 8 M= o5
. M= 39 IN= 49
i N= 71 JN =233
4 N =116 *n= 11
| N = 145
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